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massacre of the population of large towns, with no other consideration
bestowed on them than on natural events, itself the helpless prey of
any aggressor who deigned to notice it at all.1*
The "village community" system was a deadweight on all
progress, and was in the last analysis responsible for India's
downfall before the foreigner, in spite of the phenomenal advance
she had registered in civilisation. Its dissolution, in spite of the
cost in human suffering, was, as far as it went, a progressive
event. And so, in the words of Marx, "whatever may have
been the crimes of England, she was the unconscious tool of
history in bringing about that revolution " in the social state of
Asia.
So in a hundred years of protracted warfare after the battle:of
Plassey (1757), Britain reduced India to submission. Bloody and
brutal wars of aggression were fought -in Bengal, on the plains of
Northern India, in the Punjab, in the Carnatie and against the
Marathas. There never was a timo, till 18S7, when some region or
other in India was not clinging stubbornly to its independence and
ready to fight for it. Indian armies showed conspicuous gallantry, in
spite of the effete leadership that hampered them. The British could
win few battles outright, but they won campaigns. The welter of
anarchy into which India was plunged by Moghul decay facilitated the
conquest, but the might and the guile of the wily foreigner could not
itself have achieved victory, if the structure of Indian society had not
been such as virtually invited dissolution. In the war of all against
all, the British, representing the most advanced bourgeois power, was
successful.
"There is no end", wrote Lenin in 1908, "to the violence and
plunder which is called British rule in India."" The original British
"adventurers" combined trade and piracy, and the margin between
trade and plunder in India, never very sharply drawn, grew from the
middle of the eighteenth century conspicuously thin. " They forcibly
take away the goods and commodities of the Ryo1$ (peasants),7'
the Nawab of Bengal complained to the English Governor in May
1762, and contemporary English annalists like William Bolts fiiva
sordid details of exaction and injustice. Sir George .Cornowall Lewis
said in the House of Commons on February 12, 1858 : " No civilised
government ever existed on the face of this earth which was more
corrupt, more perfidious and more rapacious than the government of
the East India Company from 1765 to 1784." A House of Commons
Select Committee reported in 1783 that " the whole exported produce
of the country (Bengal), so far as the Company is concerned, . . ,
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